REPORT OF THE CONGRESSIONAL 
COMMITTEE 
: by Betty Gram Swing 
Joint Congressional Secretary 


HE position of the Equal Rights Amendment 
Tat this time has advanced to the favorable point 
of needing but two votes in the House Judiciary 
Committee to place it before the House of Repre- 
gentatives for action. Since the reconvening on 
January third of the second session of the Seventy- 
fourth Congress definite headway has been made 
with the personnel of the Committee and the 
situation looks brighter than at any time since the 
amendment was introduced. This progress can 
be attributed to two things—first, the pressure that 
is being brought to bear on recalcitrant members 
from within their own states by women who are 
making known to them the insistant demands of 
their constituents for immediate favorable action, 
and second—by an intensive day by day drive by 
lobbyists on members of Congress at the Capitol. 
Every night the Congressional Committee marks 
the gains on the large white chart bearing the 
names of members of Congress that hangs on 
the walls of headquarters and every new day sees 
an increasing number of enthusiastic proponents 
going forth to conquer new pledges to be set down 
in the form of plus signs at the end of the day. 
Concentration on Committee members, however, 
continues as they hold the key to further action. 


Many of these representatives were interviewed 
before their departure for Washington. A large 
deputation of Syracuse, N. Y., women organized 
by Mrs. Lieber E. Whittic visited Representative 
Hancock of the House Judiciary and urged him 
to support the favorable reporting out of the 
amendment. Mrs. Helen Lovejoy, Iowa Chair- 
man of the National Woman’s Party organized a 
dinner which was attended by Rep. Utterback 
also on the House Judiciary Committee which re- 
sulted in his promise to vote in favor of report- 
ing the amendment to the floor. Now they are 
continuing their requests for active support of the 
measure after it reaches the floor. Mrs. Lois 
Buenzli, Pennsylvania Congressional Chairman, 
organized a large deputation to Representative 
Walter at his home in Easton, and his pledge was 
secured. The Ohio Branch, under the guidance 
of Mrs. Clara Snell Wolfe, National Organization 
Chairman, and Mrs. Helen Bitterman, Regional 
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Chairman, and both of Ohio, was untiring in its 
efforts to reach all the members of the Ohio 
Congressmen before they left, their main ambition 
being to “sign up” Representative Hess, new Re- 
publican member of the House Judiciary Commit- 
tee. In a recent interview with the Congressional 
Secretary after his arrival in Washington, Mr. 
Hess said, “I am not opposed to the amendment, 
but I would like to have a hearing before commit- 
ting myself as to where I stand. If I have to be in- 
terviewed by another member of the National 
Woman’s Party I think I will run away, I have 
seen so many.” But undaunted the Ohio members 
of the National Woman’s Party have not relin- 
quished their prerogatives as voters and are not 
abating their persistent pressure which must soon 
result in further capitulations of Ohio’s few re- 
maining opponents to the amendment. | 


The magnificent cooperation of many National 
Organizations is materially strengthening the Na- 
tional Woman’s Party Congressional Committee 
in this whirlwind campaign on Congress and this 
last week which saw hordes of women delegates 
to various National Conventions brought forth 
one of the most effective army of workers the 
cause has yet had. Active participation in lobby- 
ing gave these visitors an insight into the value 
of united effort over a dispersion of effort and the 
results have been startingly indicative of the im- 
portance of a “united fighting front.” 


Many presidents of the various State Federa- 
tion of Women’s Clubs here for an annual Board 
Meeting gave generously of their time to this 
ladies’ lobby, among them being Mrs. Charles 
H. Prather, President of the Arizona Federation 
which has gone on record in support of the amend- 
ment, who visited the keyman in the Senate, Sen- 
ator Ashurst, chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate. Mrs. F. S. McDuffy, State 
President of Nebraska Federation, called on 
Senator Burke, also of the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and whose support at this time is very 
much needed to get favorable action from the 
sub-committee of the Senate which has the amend- 
ment at the moment under consideration. Mrs. 
J. L. Gibson of Utah, as President of her state’s 
Federation, visited Senator King, Chairman of 
this same important sub-committee of the Senate. 
Mrs. T. V. Moore of Florida interviewed her dele- 
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on on behalf of the amendment, and Mrs. 
. B. Nicholson, State President of Oregon Fed- 
eration, called on Senator Steiwer and Senator 
McNary, both of her state, and thanked the latter 
for his active support in attempting to secure im- 
mediate action on the amendment in the Senate. 
Mrs. W. E. Chapman, State President of Michigan 
Federation made a most opportune call on Repre- 
sentative Michener of Michigan, member of the 
House Judiciary, and reminded him of the fact that 
all the leading women’s organizations in his state 
had endorsed the Equal Rights Amendment and 
that his opposition in view of that fact, was inex- 
plicable. In a follow-up interview by the Con- 
gressional Secretary Mr. Michener gave evidence 
of having been noticeably affected by Mrs. Chap- 
man’s arguments and remarked that a representa- 
tive was not always permitted the privilege of vot- 
ing according to his convictions. Mr. Michener 
makes no secret of his opposition to all equality 
legislation for women. 


Delegates to the recent Regional Conference of 
Government Workers were also pressed into serv- 
ice in behalf of the amendment and while lobbying 
for the repeal of the married persons act, “213” 
also requested that their Congressmen support and 
work for the immediate passage of the amend- 
ment. Delegates from Maryland, Pennsylvania 
and Virginia visited their representatives in Con- 
gress. | 

Thus every day the list of workers for the 
amendment both in Washington and “back home” 
grows. Since the last issue of EQUAL RIGHTS 
three new endorsements of the amendment have 
come into Headquarters—the National Association 
of Homemakers, the National Association of Col- 
ored Women and the Federation of Republican 
Women of the 15th Ward of Baltimore. Now 
nine national organizations have endorsed the 
Equal Rights Amendment. The work of these 
various groups is of inestimable value. The Na- 
tional Association of Women Lawyers has been in 
the fore in activity throughout the United States. 
A letter received from the National President Per- 
cilla Lawyer Randolph reports that she is securing 
congressional committees throughout the country 
to work for the immediate passage of the amend- 
ment through pledging State delegations in Con- 
gress. Miss Helen McGerr of this same organ- 
ization, who is in charge of obtaining further en- 
dorsements by National Women’s organizations 
for the National Woman’s Party has sent letters to 
each president of the nine sponsors of the amend- 
ment asking them to appoint like Congressional 
Committees to concentrate on their representatives 
in Congress. 


. The National Woman's Party Congressional 
Committee, politically minded as it must be, is 
carefully checking both support and opposition 
among the political parties, in order that women 
may be informed as to where the responsibility for 
procrastination in the event of delayed action, must 


be laid. The Democratic Party with its huge ma- 
jority in Congress, has the power and the oppor- 
tunity of actually passing the amendment this ses- 
sion, thereby accruing the credit at the polls for 
sponsoring this inevitable legislation. The Re- 
publican Party, while not in power, possesses the 
unique opportunity of producing the needed votes 
in the two Committees to bring the amendment to 
a vote on either floor of Congress, thereby show- 
ing women voters their stand regarding the civil 
emancipation of half the population of the U. 8. 
On election day women of the United States will 
not forget their friends. 


NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 
Founded 1913 


Object 
To secure for women 2 equality with men under 
the law and in all human relationships, and in particular to 
secure the adoption of the Equal Rights Amendment to the 
National Constitution and the Equal Rights Treaty. 


The Lucretia Mott Amendment 


“Men and women shall have Equal Rights throughout the 
United States and every place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


“Congress shall have power to enforce this article by 
appropriate legislation.” 
Introduced, Senate—By Senator Townsend, Del., Jan. 4, 1935 
(Senate Joint Resolution No. 1.) 
Ludlow, Ind., Jan. 3, 1935. 
Joint Resolution No. 1.) 


Present Status—Senate—Before Judiciary Committee. 
House— Before Judiciary Committee. 


House By 


The Equal Rights Treaty 
Article 1 


“The contracting States agree that upon the ratification 
of this treaty men and women shall have equal rights 
28 the territory subject to their respective juris- 

ons.” 


Signed—-By the Governments of Cuba, Ecuador, Paraguay, Uru- 
guay at Montevideo, December, 1933. ane 
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EIGHT NATIONAL ASSOCIATIONS 
ENDORSE AMENDMENT 


Last week brought the eighth endorsement of the 
Equal Rights Amendment by a national woman’s 
organization. This endorsement was by the Na- 
tional Federation of Colored Women, of which Dr. 
Mary F. Waring, of Chicago, is National President 
and Mary Church Terrell, of Washington, is Hon- 
orary President. Mrs. Terrell was also appointed 
vice chairman of a committee to aid in the Con- 
gressional work for the Amendment. 


THE SOUTHERN LABOR CONFERENCE 
by Helen Hunt West 
, Acting Chairman, Congressional Committee 

At the invitation of the Secretary of Labor, 
Frances Perkins, I attended the second Southern 
Regional Conference on Labor Standards meeting 
in Columbia, S. C., January 20-21. The Governors 
and official delegates from seven adjoining States, 
including Virginia, North Carolina, Georgia, Ten- 
nessee, Alabama, Mississippi and Florida, were in- 
vited to meet for a “practical discussion of child 
labor regulation, hours of labor legislation, the de- 
velopment of State Departments of Labor and 
social security program.” 

The feature in which the National Woman’s 
Party is particularly interested is, naturally, that 
part of the program relating to legislation affect- 
ing women in paid employment when their work 
is in competition with that of men. 

Secretary Perkins, in announcing this program, 
made the statement that she was in favor of such 


legislation applying equally to women and men ex- 
cept when it was not possible to pass it for both. 


In such instances she thought it advisable to enact 


laws for women only. When the subject was 
_ thrown open for discussion, I protested against any — 
legislation for either minimum wage or regulatory — 


hours affecting women only on the ground that it 
placed women at a disadvantage with their men 
competitors and resulted in the loss of their jobs 


—the legislation proving restrictive rather than 


protective. 


Assistant Secretary of Labor Edward F. Mc- 
Grady said: “Mrs. West, I agree with you,” but, it 
was explained, that women in the lower brackets 
needed these laws in case those providing for 
equality could not be enacted. I voiced my opposi- 
tion to regulation of hours relative to night work, 
pointing out that I had for fourteen years held 
such a job and that I would have lost this job 
under such protective legislation. 


The second and final day of the Conference 
the matter again reached the floor in the form of a 
resolution of endorsement in which the Confer- 
ence was asked to go on record endorsing minimum 
hour legislation regulating the hours of men and 


women on an equal basis, but that if this legislation 


could not be obtained, an endorsement of such 
legislation for women. The resolution passed. I 
again protested, and on all sides was assured that 
my position was correct and that the only reason 


the Conference or the Department suggested ac- 

\\cepting anything short of the proper solution of 
‘the problem was because of the fact that they 
‘doubted the ability to pass such laws and they 
were in doubt as to the position the Supreme Court 
might take on the matter. 


After the Conference, delegates from the States 
represented showed a remarkable interest in know- 
‘ing the facts and, almost without exception, agreed 
that my position was right. Why, then,” I 
‘asked them, “compromise with right?” 
Just returning from the Conference and with the 
‘picture of the two days’ sessions before me in retro- 
‘spect, I am convinced that we who believe in 
women and men who are to fill the same jobs work- 
ing under the same conditions minus the handi- 
‘caps imposed on account of sex, have made head- 
way. I believe that the people generally are with 
‘us when they understand. Many in Columbia told 
‘me that it was “only common sense.” It should 
not be necessary to take this fight for justice to 
the people. Those in authority who believe in the 
principle, I believe, should reach for the goal—and 
not only half a goal. 
In the closing minutes of the Conference I made 
the motion that the delegates present extend a vote 
of thanks to Secretary Perkins for giving them the 
opportunity to confer on these subjects of vital in- 
terest to those concerned. I did indeed feel that it 
was a privilege to be present and present the views 
of those women who are convinced that the best 
protection that can be given them is “Equality” in 
every field of endeavor—and no so-called pro- 
tective laws. | 


THE EDITH MAXWELL CASE 
by Gail Laughlin 
. Vice Chairman, National Woman’s Party 


At the last term of court in Wise County, Vir- 
ginia, Edith Maxwell, a twenty-one-year-old school 
teacher, was convicted of first degree murder with 
respect to the death of her father, Trigg Maxwell. 
I have read the entire record, and the uncon- 
troverted facts show that on the night of the death 
of Trigg Maxwell, Edith Maxwell, the daughter 
convicted, upon coming home about ten minutes 
after her drunken father had come home, was at- 
tacked by him. First he picked up a chair as if to 
hit her, dropped that, then picked up a ‘butcher 
knife. The girl cried out “Pappy, don’t stab me 
with that butcher knife!” This cry brought her 
mother and younger sister into the room. At that 
moment the father dropped the butcher knife and 
‘as she bent her head to see where it dropped, he 
seized her by the hair on the back of her head, 
began to drag her, her mother begging him to stop. 
As he dragged her around, he tripped over a table, 
upsetting it and was forced to let go of her hair. 


He then seized her by the throat, knocking her 
down. The girl had previously prepared for bed 
and had nothing on except a thin slip. After he 
had knocked her down and was on top of her, she 
‘on the floor felt something under her shoulder, 
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found it to be her mother’s slipper and hit her 
father with it. The mother then succeeded in get- 
ting the father away from the attack and got him 
to bed. There were three slight lacerations on his 


scalp, from which blood oozed, which the mother 


washed and rubbed with alcorub. 


The father said “I am not hurt. If I were hurt 
I would go to a hospital.” They all went to bed. 


About an hour later, they heard him getting up. was made. 


The little twelve-year-old-girl said “Pappy’s goi 
out.” The mother said “He can’t, I put his cloth 
under my bed.” He heard her, and said “I am 
going to get a drink of water.” Immediate 
after, they heard him fall on the porch. They 
got up and ran out and found him crumpled with 
his head against the meat block. They testified 
that they thought he hit his head against the meat 
block in falling. The mother took his head in her 
lap and rubbed it with water. The daughter, 
Edith, got water to throw in his face and then 
ran for the doctor. The doctor, who also had been 


drinking, didn’t do anything, went away, was 


called again and said he did not know of anythi 
to do but to put heat to his feet. Maxwell reviv 
a little, but died in a few minutes. ; 


The autopsy made by a doctor who had never 
made one before stated that no examination was 
made of any of the organs of Maxwell’s body, but 
expressed the opinion that he died from one of the 
blows. Experts who have made thousands of au- 
topsies have made sworn statements that the facts 
stated in the autopsy did not show that Maxwell 
died from any blow; that true autopsy would have 
required examination of heart, brain, arteries ; that 
death may have been due to gorged arteries, hard- 
ened by alcoholism, or that it may have been heart 
disturbance. Of course, it is inconceivable 
that a slight girl on the floor, being choked by her 
father who was on top of her, could hit a blow 
sufficiently hard to kill him or injure him to any 
extent. 

At the trial, the jury was instructed only as to 
what constitutes first degree murder and was n 
instructed as to what constitutes second degree 
murder or manslaughter or justifiable homicide 
through self-defense. 


After having read the entire record and listen 
to the affidavits of these distinguished pathologists, 
I personally am convinced that Trigg Maxw 
died from natural causes and that death was super- 
induced by his drunken rage which possibly caused 
either a heart attack or an apoplectic shock. Fur- 
thermore, from the facts related above, which were 
uncontroverted, if one of the blows struck by Edith 
Maxwell had been the cause of his death such blows 
were struck in self defense by a girl in terror of 
her life from a drunken father. 


After her conviction a motion for a new trial 
was refused. At this point, Elsie M. Graff, Pres- 
ident of the Virginia Branch of the National 
Woman’s Party, offered help to Edith „ 
which she accepted; and through the efforts o 
Mrs. Graff and of the Virginia Branch, an able 


Virginia lawyer, M. J. Fulton, was engaged. Mrs. 


Graff acted in the faith that when the women of 
the country were informed of the facts money 
would be fortheoming to meet these obligations. 


The hearing on the motion for a new trial was 
reopened and arguments were made on January 
15th. At the hearing on January 15th, argument 
setting forth certain legal objections, including the 
failure to instruct the jury as to degrees of killing, 
Affidavits of the distinguished path- 
ologists were presented and arguments made that 
they constituted such new evidence as might 
change the verdict and, therefore, justified a new 
trial. The argument that Edith M ell had been 
deprived of her constitutional right of the equal 
protection of the law in that she was tried by a 
jury from which all women were by law excluded, 
was presented by myself. The court, in the face 
of all this, again refused a new trial. However, a 
better basis was laid for appeal to the Supreme 
Court, and the case will be appealed. 


While the fundamental object in this case is to 
secure justice for an innocent girl, there is also 
presented the opportunity to get before the Su- 
preme Court of Virginia the question of the ex- 
clusion of women from jury service. 


Some comments have appeared in the papers 
that Edith Maxwell was a “bad girl.” Laying aside 
the question whether, if that were true, it would 
justify her being convicted of murder which she 
did not commit, there is not one scintilla of truth in 
the accusation. All that a brutal District Attorney 
could bring forth, or even suggest, was that she 
went out in the evenings, knowing that her father 
when drunk objected to her going. She testified 
that when he was sober he did not object. On the 
evening in question she had gone out with a first 
cousin to a neighboring town and later had come 
back in an automobile with five other persons, 
driven by a young man whom she had known all 
her life. I have seen Edith Maxwell, talked with 
her. She is above the average in appearance, in 
refinement. Mr. Fulton has talked with the Pres- 
ident of the Teachers College which she attended, 
paying her way by her own work. The President 
has stated that there was not a flaw in her record 
which in any way reflected upon her character, 
that she was a good, average country girl. 


The members of the Woman’s Party should be 
especially interested in this case and in seeing that 
funds are forthcoming to have the matter pre- 
sented properly to the Supreme Court of Virginia 
and, if necessary, to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, that justice may be done to a young 
girl who has been unjustly convicted—and because, 
in addition, it offers an opportunity to raise before 
a high court the question of the right of women to 
be made eligible for jury service instead of being 
discriminated against as a class in regard to what 
has been declared by the Supreme Court to be “a 
most valuable right.” . 


The Treasurer's Report will be continued February 15. 
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